Message

From: Campbell, Rich [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=E27D0A99A96942 119FF85AE2A6132062-RCAMPBEL]
Sent: 3/1/2019 10:21:54 PM

To: Kermish, Laurie [Kermish.Laurie@epa.gov]
Subject: FW: AZ Daily Star article & outstanding questions from reporter
fyi

From: PerezSullivan, Margot

Sent: Friday, March 1, 2019 1:15 PM

To: Blake, Ellen <Blake.Ellen@epa.gov>; Campbell, Rich <Campbell.Rich@epa.gov>

Cc: Goldmann, Elizabeth <Goldmann.Elizabeth@epa.gov>; Ebbert, Laura <Ebbert.Laura@epa.gov>; Glenn, William
<Glenn.William@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: AZ Daily Star article & outstanding questions from reporter

ROUGH Desk Statement:

Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

Margot Perez-Sullivan

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
D:415.947.4149

C:415412.1115

E: perezsullivan.mareot @epa.gov

From: Blake, Ellen

Sent: Friday, March 01, 2019 11:28 AM

To: Campbell, Rich <CampbellRich@epa.gov>; PerezSullivan, Margot <PerezSullivan Margot@epa.govy>

Cc: Goldmann, Elizabeth <Goldmann. Blizabeth@enagoy>; Ebbert, Laura <Ebbert Laurm@epa.gov>; Glenn, William
<GlennWilllam®epa gov>

Subject: FW: AZ Daily Star article & outstanding questions from reporter

Margot has agreed to take a first shot at a desk statement and will share a draft,
Thank youl

Ellen Blake

Water Division

U.S. EPA Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105
Tel: (415) 972-3496
blake.sllend@ena oy




The information contained in this message, including any attachments hereto, may be privileged, confidential and/or
exempt from disclosure under applicable laws. It is intended for the recipient only. If you are an agency employee or
consultant, please consult with the sender prior to disclosing the contents of this message to third parties. If you have
received this transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply email and delete the message and any attachments.

From: Ebbert, Laura

Sent: Friday, March 01, 2019 11:18 AM

To: Blake, Ellen <Bigke EHen@epa.pov>

Subject: Fwd: AZ Daily Star article & outstanding questions from reporter

More specificity here

Laura Ebbert
Acting Chief of Staff
U.S. EPA, Region 9
(415) 947-3561

Begin forwarded message:

From: "PerezSullivan, Margot" <PgrezSullivan.Margot@epa. sov>

Date: March 1, 2019 at 11:04:06 AM PST

To: "Strauss, Alexis" <Strauss.Alexis@epa.gov>, "Quast, Sylvia" <Cuast Sviviaf@epa.gov>

Cc: "Glenn, William" <Glenn WilllamiBepa.gow>, "Ebbert, Laura” <Ebberi.laura@epa.gov>, "Zito, Kelly"
<ATORFLIYEBERAGOV>

Subject: AZ Daily Star article & outstanding questions from reporter

Good Morning: Below is a story in the AZ Daily Star. Tony Davis with the AZ Daily Star has called 3 times
this morning seeking

(1) a copy of the proposed permit
(2) a timeline of release of the permit
(3) if a letter concurring or elevating regarding a permit would be considered pre-decisional under FOIA

(4) determining if under the MOA with USACE the EPA would be given notification to respond in 15 days
if a permit was NOT being issued

(5) copy of transmission/letter to USACE. Thanks in advance for your assistance!
Rep. Grijalva: Final OK appears imminent for Rosemont Mine

Rttnsy/ Stucson. com/news/local/rep-grilalva-final-ok-aopears-imminent-for-rosemont-
ming/article 826287 10-7082-5300-95e0-1 1480d892 013 htmd

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is about to grant the final permit needed for construction of
the Rosemont Mine, said U.S. Rep. Raul Grijalva, a longtime opponent of the $2 billion project.

After meeting Thursday with a top Army Corps official in Washington, D.C., Grijalva told the
Star, “It’s my understanding that they are going to grant the permit.”

Grijalva, chair of the House Natural Resources Committee, made the comment after he and
tellow Tucson Democratic Rep. Ann Kirkpatrick met Thursday morning in a private briefing



with Army Corps Gen. Pete Helmlinger. Kirkpatrick’s district includes the Rosemont site in the
Santa Rita Mountains southeast of Tucson.

Grijalva and Kirkpatrick, also a mine opponent, said in a news release after the meeting they’re
concerned the Corps will issue the permit “imminently, without full consideration of the facts.”

The permit, under the federal Clean Water Act, would give Toronto-based Hudbay Minerals Inc.
the right to dredge and fill streams and washes near the mine site as part of the open-pit copper
mine’s construction.

The permit would cap 12 years of conflicts over the proposed mine. The Environmental
Protection Agency has opposed the mine almost from the start, but is now seen by Grijalva as
unlikely to carry that opposition as far as vetoing an Army Corps permit.

This would be the last of numerous permits the mine needs to start construction. It would come
more than a year and a half after the U.S. Forest Service approved a separate decision for the
mine to be built on Coronado National Forest land.

It would also overturn a recommendation 2 f years ago to deny the Rosemont permit by the
Corps’ Los Angeles District office. The final decision is being made by the Corps’ South Pacific
Division in San Francisco, which Helmlinger headed until recently.

The Corps declined through a spokesman Thursday to say what its decision is, on the grounds
that it can’t legally disclose a decision until it’s final. The final decision could come as soon as
next week, said Mike Petersen, a Corps spokesman.

The Corps has sent the EPA’s San Francisco regional office a formal notice of its draft decision.
The notice gives the EPA’s regional administrator until Friday, March 1, to decide whether it
wants to have the decision kicked upstairs to Washington, D.C., Corps and EPA officials for a
final review. Ultimately, the EPA can veto the Corps permit under Clean Water Act rules.

Notice to the EPA is required under federal rules because the agency has repeatedly warned in
letters dating back to at least 2013 that the mine could damage important aquatic resources,
including Cienega Creek and Davidson Canyon east of the mine site.

In an interview Thursday, Grijalva said he believes that notice was a clear sign of an impending
permit approval. He said he doubts that the EPA’s San Francisco office will seek to elevate the
Rosemont issue to D.C., given the agency’s broad shift toward a pro-business stance since
President Trump took office.

But Peterson said the latest notice wasn’t necessarily of a favorable decision. The notice can also
simply mean the Corps has resolved EPA’s concerns through other measures, he said.

Grijalva and Kirkpatrick’s news release said, “We both believe critical questions remain
unanswered, including whether there has been adequate review under the National
Environmental Policy Act. We’re going to pursue every avenue to ensure Rosemont is handled
transparently, and we will be conducting additional oversight of this project.”

The Corps’ Petersen declined to respond directly to the Congress members’ comments. But he
said the review process under the National Environmental Policy Act “is very important to the
Corps.”



The Corps was involved in “extensive and collaborate processes” with the Forest Service,
“multiple” other federal agencies, nine state agencies and three local agencies when the Forest
Service prepared draft and final Rosemont environmental impact statements in 2011 and 2013,
Petersen said.

Besides Helmingler, three other Corps officials will have to sign onto the Rosemont decision
before it’s final, Petersen said.

Overall, Grijalva said, “I appreciate General Helmlinger attending the briefing on the eve of
issuing a decision,” but added he wasn’t satisfied with Helmingler’s response.

Grijalva declined to elaborate, saying he and his staff are reviewing documents from the Corps
before making detailed comments.

Many business groups in and outside of Tucson have supported the mine based on its stated plan
to create more than 400 permanent jobs and its promises of tens of millions of dollars in tax
revenues and other economic benefits annually.

Environmentalists have filed suit to challenge the Forest Service’s approval, and are certain to
file suit to try to overturn a Corps permit as well, if it’s issued.

Margot Perez-Sullivan

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
D:415.947.4149

C:415.412.1115

E: perezsullivan.margot®@epa.gov




